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ANNOUNCEMENTS
1.

Remarks from Vice President and Provost Martin.

2.

Correction to Senate Minutes 1325.

NEW/OLD BUSINESS
3.

Senator Goulet was appointed to the General Education Committee.

DOCKET
4.

355/296 Proposal from the School of Business to change the name of the Business
Education and Administrative Management Department to the Information Management
Department (see Senate Minutes 1325, Appendix A). Request denied.

5.

356/297 A request from President Curris for Senate advice on his proposed
alteration in the 1984-85 academic calendar (see Senate Minutes 1325, Appendix
B). Senate recommended not to change the calendar.

6.

357/298

An interim report from the General Education Committee.

The University Faculty Senate was called to order at 3:15p.m. on February 13, 1984,
in the Board Room by Chairperson Remington.
Present: Baum, Boots, Dowell, Duea, Elmer, Erickson, Evenson, Glenn, Goulet,
Hallberg, Heller, Kelly, Krogmann, Patton, Peterson, Remington, Richter, Sandstrom,
Story, Hovet (~officio).
Nembers of the press were invited to identify themselves.
Northern Iowan did so.

Jeffrey Merritt of the

ANNOUNCEMENTS
1. Vice President and Provost Hartin said there was some concern and anxiety about
the appropriations for the coming year. He was pleased with the concessions that
were made on the vitality fund. He also said he had a report that was prepared by
a joint task force from the Board of Regents and the Board of Instruction about
high school and college preparation. Professor Geri LaRocque was the Regents
University faculty representative on the committee. Dr. Martin will distribute
the report as soon as copies are available.

2. Correction to Senate Minutes 1325, January 23, 1984.
present.

Hovet (ex officio) was

NEW/OLD BUSINESS
3. Duea/Glenn moved the Chair appoint Senator Goulet to fill out the remainder of
the term left vacant by Senator Glenn's resignation. Motion passed. The Chair then
appointed Senator Goulet to serve for the remainder of the 1983-84 academic year.
DOCKET
4. 356/296 Request to change the name of Business Education and Administrative
Management Department to the Information Management Department (see Senate Minutes
1325, Appendix A).
Baum said it was just a few years ago the department changed names.
business education was being left out.

She asked if

Dr. Warner said both administrative management and business education would be
continued.
Patton asked if we were the only university in Iowa certifying business education?
Warner said we were the only Regents university certifying business education.
Erickson said he was troubled that business education would not be reflected.
felt both majors should be depicted in the title.

He

Peterson said the title itself doesn't describe what is being taught.
Elizabeth Martin said she was concerned about the title's lack of description of the
term just using information.
Hallberg said he had a tendency to believe people should call themselves whatever
they wanted to as long as the concerns of the rest of the faculty were not being
infringed upon.
Warner said information management was currently being used in several areas.
They would not be the first to use this title.
Sandstrom said the title had a certain vagueness of identification.
setting was not communicated.

The office

Boots said a colleague mentioned that the title sounds more like that of a service
unit than of an academic department. She suggested that it might be merely a
"trendy" title.
Goulet said the title will reflect the pivotal role in the School of Business that
the department will have, and he did not feel it was a fad.
Krogmann asked if the department was de-emphasizing the training of business
education teachers.
Warner said they were not de-emphasizing the training but they would be training
fewer teachers because the number of teaching majors is down according to the
last information he had received.
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Hovet asked if the department had thought about using the title "Business Information
Management Systems."
Warner said it had been considered but the department chose the title they are
now requesting.
Glenn called for the question.

The Chair called for a show of hands.

There were six yea votes and nine nay votes.

Motion failed.

5. 356/297 A request from President Curris for Senate advice on his proposed
alteration in the 1984-85 academic calendar (see Senate Minutes 1325, Appendix B).
Baum asked if the Senate had not already approved the current calendar.
Dr. Lott said that yes the calendar had been approved.
Sandstrom asked with all due respect, if the administration was asking for advice
now, whether the Senate had lost their perogative to approve future calendars.
Remington said the Senate traditionally approves the calendar before the President
takes it to the Board of Regents.
Boots asked if the President could change what the Senate had voted.
Duea said that perhaps the President did not understand the information exchanged
with the Waterloo and Cedar Falls schools regarding spring vacation.
Baum said the Cedar Falls schools had scheduled their vacation at nine weeks to
correspond with our calendar. The community public relation would not be good if
we changed it now.
Heller said the last time the calendar was changed to an early starting time members
of the School of Health, Physical Education and Recreation objected because they
cannot get in enough time for outside activities.
The Chair said there seemed to be a consensus that no effort should be made to implement the changes now. He asked the Senate's thoughts on the commencement proposal.
Krogmann asked if a student survey had been done.
Robert Leahy said no survey had been taken, but there were students on the
commencement committee.
The Chair said he understood one reason for the change was to avoid conflict with
the other Regents schools.
Leahy said
extra cost
campus was
far enough

the development of a split final week was a major concern. Also the
for residence halls, attendence, and student cost of returning to
considered a problem. Reinstating fall commencement and keeping it
away from the holidays had been a factor in previous scheduling.

Hallberg said there were two distinct recommendations to consider:
85 calendar, and two, the commencement.
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one, the 1984-

Evenson/Krogmann moved to recommend the 1984-85 calendar not be changed.
passed without dissent.

Motion

Krogmann/Erickson moved to recommend to the President the commencement date remain
the same.
Sandstrom suggested that some thought be given to eliminating the split finals week.
Krogmann called the question.
Motion passed without dissent.
6. 357/298 Interim report from the General Education Committee (see Senate Minutes
1325, Appendix C).
Glenn/Boots moved to approve the interim report from the General Education Committee.
Hallberg asked what majors were involved.
Darrel Davis, representing the G.E. Committee, said there were several: among them
are Health Education, Community Health, Construction Technology, Earth Science
Teaching, Industrial Technology, and a newly proposed science major.
Lott said the principle of a course not counting as general education and in the
major was approved when the new general education program was approved in 1978.
It was felt that general education should be kept separate from major courses.
Patton expressed concern as to who would monitor this.
Baum said she wished to speak against the proposal. If this passed, departments
might change their programs to allow the student to use the relaxed limitations as
a "loophole."
Evenson said the proposal amounted to "double-dipping" and he could not vote for that.
Davis said that was why 15 hours were chosen. He felt that the number would be
enough hours to discourage departments from abusing the broadened procedures.
Davis said we cannot anticipate what departments or students will do.
The Chair asked if anyone wished to speak to the issue of CLEP credit.
Hallberg/Krogmann moved to divide the issue of the general education report.
The first item would be if the requirements of a major include more than 15 hours
of courses approved for general education (in one or more categories), with those
hours above 15 permitted to be used to satisfy both major and general education
requirements, though, no more than 8 hours from any one category could be so counted.
Item two would be that students who earned CLEP credit in both physical and life
science (and thus fulfilled the general education requirement in both categories
1 and 2) could satisfy the laboratory requirement by taking any laboratory course
in a department which offers courses in either category 1 or 2. Students who earn
CLEP credit in only one of the two areas would still need to take a laboratory
course in either category 1 or 2.
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Duea called for the question.

Motion passed.

The Chair asked if there was any further discussion on item 1.
Lott said he didn't feel the Senate needed to be concerned that departments will
change majors to take advantage of this. He said that didn't happen when the
last program was approved.
Davis said that if the motion passed, the Senate could defeat any such program changes
if and when they came before the Senate in the normal curricular process. The Chair
noted that, by the same reasoning, if the motion failed, the Senate could consider
approving exceptions to the General Education requirements in specific programs on
an ad hoc basis as they arose.
The question was called on item 1 and the Chair called for a show of hands.
show of hands, there were 7 yeas and 8 nays. Motion failed.

By a

The Chair asked for any further discussion on item 2.
The question was called.

Motion passed.

Glenn/Boots moved to adjourn at 4:55 p.m.
Respectfully submitted,

Mary Engen
Secretary
These minutes shall stand approved as published unless corrections or protests
are filed with the secretary of the Senate within two weeks of this date,
Wednesday, February 22, 1984.
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